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REMARKS 

Claims 1-4 find 6-8 arc pending. Favorable reconsideration in light of the rcinrirks which 
follow is respectfully requested. 

I. inS.fiJcd- A ugust 23. 2001 
Applicatil note tliat pai^c 2 of tho I>'J'0-1449 that accompanied Applicants' August 23, 
2001 InforiDatioii Disclcsure Statement (IDS) was uot initialed by llic lixamincr. Applicnnt 
requests that the lixaniincr return an initialed copy of page 2 of ihe PTO-1449 to indicate that 
A26-A52 have boon received and considered. 

2, 3 5 U.S.C, 103 Rejection 

KvHrd ct al. and Yachia cl nl. 

Claims 1-4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Evard ei al, (WO 97/27898) 
and Yachin ct al. (5,246,445). 

Claimi 1 is applicants' sole pending independent claim» and it recites a stent for use whbin 
a body lumen of a palicnt. '1 he stent comprises a coil segment and a flexible polymer material. 
'I'he coil sciimcnt comprises a wound element including one or more windings spaced from each 
Olher along, at least a portion of the length of the coil segment. The spaced windings arc 
separjlcd by a dislance of at least about 0.5 millnncters, T\\c coll segment is extendable 
lengthwi.^c from a llrst length to an extended length, and is eonipmssible lenglhwise from Ihc 
extended length. The flexible polyjncr material encapsulates at least a portion of tlic coil 
segment and is disposed between the spaced windings of the wound element to form an 
impcrforalc flexible webbing between the windings. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Evard at least docs not describe or suggest (i) a 
wound element including one or more windings spaced frojn each other by a distance of at least 
about 0.5 millimeters or (ii) a polymer material encapsulating at least n portion of the coil 
segment and disjjosed between the spaced windings of the wound clement to form an imperforate 
flexible webbing between tlic windings. 
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As iicknowlcdgcd in the action (page 3), Evard fails to disclose a distance between 
vviiulingy. 



With respect to the webbing, the OJlice asserts thol Evard describes a *'webbing" on page 
33, Iin<?s5-S. Applieantsi-cspectfully disagree. 

'I'hc dcscriplton at page 33 ofRvard, when taken in context, relates to a sinusoidiil wire 
c^niictiior device which may have a covering mounted on a jxtrtion of the device. As specified 
by livord, o 

covcrh»g foriwd of any suitable maLcrinl (c.g,, cJastomcric Ribric, natural graft 
matcirial, etc,) may be formed on all or part of the device. For example* a tubular 
coyc Hni^ may be motmted on the mid-portion formed by Ihc smaller sinusoidiil 
waves or couvolulions 102 and Ihe basal portions of the larger sinusoidal waves 
or convolutions 104, and such a cover may optionally extend outwardly over the 
entireties of the laterally bent povtionsS oFlhe larger sinusoidal waves or 
convolutions 104, in accordance with the invention as described hereinabove in 
rclalioJi to Figures 7c and 7d, (Page 33, lines 5-16, emphasis added) 

rhus, in this embodiment, Rvard describes a wire, formed into multiple sinusoidal waves 
and connected on each end to form a loop, witli a "covering" mounted thereon. Applicants note 
thill even if F?vard could be interpreted to suggest a coil segjucnt having a "covering'*, livard stjll 
would not teach or suggest applicants' stent as recited in claim 1 . Hvnrd's covering is not 
disposed between the ''windings'* (sinusoidal waves), as recited in clMm 1. 



Applicants disagree with the assertion in the action (page 2) that IZvard "discloses a 

covering or what can be interpreted as 'webbing"' and that the Examiner interprets the limitation 

'Svcbbing between the windings'' lo be present in the Evard device 
since the covering is over the windings, it can be considered 
between the windings. 

Applicants respeclfnlly submit that Evard docs not teach or suggest anything, much less - 
webbing, boUycen spaced windings, livard's "coaling" which is mounted on livard's device 
(See, e.g. Figs. 7c and 7d) is in the form of a tube that is placed over Uvard^s sinusoidal wave 
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lie vice. As such, Ihc siniisoidMl wave device extends throug h the, lumctx of the tubular coveiinfi. 
The tubular covering i<s, in no way, disposed between the sinusoidiil waves nor could il be 
interpreted ns being disposed between the sinusoidal waves. 

Further, due lo the different uses ajid requirements of Rvurd, applicants respectfully 
subjnit Wv\t tliero would be no motivation to modify Evard to include webbing between Avindings. 
Rather, sueh mnlivtition comes purely from applicants' disclosure. 

Further, Yncliia docs not remedy these deficiencies of P.vflrd. In particular, Yachia 
merely describes on implant that may be in the form of a wound wire. Yachia docs not describe 
or suiigcsl wcbbinu or even "coverings" of any type. Ratlier, according to Yuchia, the wire is 
Jbnned of li^hl windings, which arc important lo prevent "Icakine through" of the inner lining of 
a vessel or duel, vvhich would result in incorporation of a device inlo ll^e vessel or duct (col. 4, 
lines 45»4l>). Most of Yachia Presses the importance of providing very little, if uny, spaee 
between windings. Yachia docs disclose one example where a particular iimount of space is 
provided Ikhwcch windings. Specifically, in the one exceptional embodinienl, space may be left 
between the loops of the coil where it is desired that a stent become incorporated inlo thi? vessel 
or duct (sec col. 4» h'ncs 49-52), Tlitis, in Yachia, any space between windings is provided for 
the sole purpose of allowing the stent to become incorporated inlo the vessel or duct. As such, ■ 
one of ordinary skill would not have disposed anything between llic windings of Yachia's device 
because that would hnve inhibited Ihc ingmwth of body tissue between the windings, and thus 
would have inhibited Yachia*s stent from becoming incorporated into the vessel or duct. .Yachia 
specidcally leachea uway from inhibiting tissue ingrowth when there j.s space between windings 
of the coil. Modification of Yachia so as to provide the claimed webbing would have rendered 
Yachia unsatisfactory for its intended purpose of allowing ingrowth and incori*>or<Uion of the 
ttcvicc. 'I'hxis, one of ordinary skill would not have been motivated to make such a modification 
(MPIiP §2143.01). : 

With respect lo the Office's assertion that Evard could be provided with spacings" 
bclwc^Ni windunjs of 0. l-2mm as set out by Yachia. Applicants respectfully disagree. '• 
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Rvard docs not describe or suggest that any particiibr space between windings should be 
used. Ynchi:i, :is set forth above, describes one embodimcni wherein very little, ifany, space is 
provided between windings to prevent ^leaking through" of Ihc inner lining of a vessel or duct, 
whioh would result in incorporalion of a device into the vessel or duct (col. 4, lines 45-40), 
Yachiu furlJicr describes a second embodiment where a particular amount of splice is provided 
between wifidings for the sole purpose ofallowing tlic stent to become incorporated into the 
vessel or duct (sec col. 4, lines 49-52). llius, a combination of Evard and Yachia would not 
teach or sii[.f,gcst applicants' stent ns recited in claim 1 which provides spaced windings separated 
by a disSlance ofnl least about 0.5 millimeters together with an in^perforntc flexible webbing 
between the windings. 

Acc^irdingly, applicants submit that claim 1 is patentable over Fivard in view of Yachia. 
Claims 2-4 and 6-8 depend from claim I and, likewise, arc patentable over Evard in vicvy oC 
Yachia. 

Evard et ah, Vachiu ct al,, and Plachtninn ct ah 

Cliiims 7 and 8 arc rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) over Evard ct ah (WO 97/27R98), 
Yachia et a|. (5,246,445), and Hachtman et al (5,645,559). 

As set forth above, Evard and Yaclii at least do not describe or suggest a wound clement 
jnch4ding one or more windings spaced from each other by a distance of at least about 0.5 
niilliniclers and a polymer material encapsulating at least a portion of the coil segment and 
disposed between the spaced windings of the wound clement to fonn an imperforate flexible 
wcbbi ng between the windings. 

liachtmnn, in combination with Yachia, does not remedy the deficiencies of Rvard as set 
out above. In p^ulicular, Ilachlman merely describes a stent in the form of an open wcave/mcsh. 
Kntcliinan does not teach or suggest a coil segment comprising n wound clement including one 
or more witidings spaced from each other by a distance of at least about 0.5 millimeters and a 
polymer mjilcrial encapsulating at least a portion of the coil segment and disposed between the 
spaced wintlings ofthc wound clement to form an imperforate llexible webbing between the 
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windings, (iiven lhat each of the three refercnccs fails lo leach or suggest at least iha^c aspects 
of claijn 1, no cooihinnlion of Ilachtman, Yachia and/or Evard could liavo resulted in applicants' 
steal recited in claim 1. 

Afipliccmls submit that claim 1 is patentable over Evurd, Yachia, and Hachlinan. Claims 
7 and 8 depend from claim 1 and, likewise are patentable over Evard, Yachia, and IIachln)an. 
Recon.s'ideratiojx and withdrawal of the rejections is respectfully requested. 



in view of the foregoing, applicants request reconsideration and allowance of claims 1-4 
and 6-8. 

It is believed that no fees are required for consideration of this response. 1 lowc vcr, if for 
any reason the fee paid is inadequate or credit is owed for any excess fee paid, the onice is 
hereby nulhorixcd and requested to charge Deposit Account No. 04-1 JOS. 

Date: Novc jnber 7, 2006 Respectfully submitted^ 



CONCLUSION 
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